Even for the Rh-positive and Rh-negative donors combined, however, the differences between the ABO ratios are, collectively, not very close to significance in respect of males (x2=5 99 for 3 d.f.; p > 0 -0) and are far from significance in respect of females. Table II gives the number of the brothers and sisters of the 0 and A male donors, by the donors' marital status, age-group, and ABO blood group.
It shows that, for both married and single male donors, the ratio of brothers to sisters in this particular series is appreciably higher for As than Os in all three age-groups, except in the case of single male donors aged [35] [36] [37] [38] [39] [40] [41] [42] [43] [44] [45] [46] [47] [48] [49] . For the combined married and single male donors of all three agegroups combined the difference between the ratio for As and that for Os is just significant (x2=3 94; p <0 05). Table III gives the number of the donors' brothers and sisters, by the donors' sex, marital status, and Rh blood group. It shows that the ratio of brothers to sisters in this particular series falls, for both married and single donors, from Rhnegative males to Rh-positive females to Rh-positive males to Rh-negative females. The fall in the percentage of brothers, from that for Rh-negative males to that for Rh-negative females, is significant (X2 = 9 14 for 3 d.f.; p <0-05), and the difference between the percentages for male and female Rhnegatives alone is also significant (X2 = 7-49; p < 0 01). The difference between the Rh-positive and Rhnegative ratios is significant for total male donors (X2=11-59; p<0-001) and for 0 male donors alone (X2 = 7-15; p < 0-01).
Mean Number of Blood Donors' Sibs. Table VI gives the number of donors' sibs, by the donors' sex, marital status, and ABO blood group. It shows that, in this particular series, the descending order of mean numbers of sibs is B-O-A for married male donors and A-O-B for single male donors, for married female donors, and for single female donors. None of the blood group differences between these mean numbers is significant, however; and the same is true in respect of the married and single females combined, and in respect of the male and female single donors combined. Table VII gives the number of donors' sibs, by the donors' sex, marital status, and Rh blood group. It shows that, in this particular series, the mean number of sibs of female Rh-negative married donors is slightly greater than that of female Rhpositive married donors. It also shows that, in this particular series, the mean number of sibs of Rhpositive single donors is appreciably greater, both for males and females, than that of Rh-negative single donors. None of these differences is significant, however.
Statistical Note* Though some of the above results are interesting, none are conclusive and some are puzzling. It is * This note was written by W. Brass. difficult to assess the implications of the fact that this was an exploratory survey, in which a large number of differences was examined. Furthermore, an unknown proportion of the participating donors must be sibs of other participating donors, and this duplication will have inflated, to some extent, the x2 values for the sex ratios ofthe donors' sibs. In these circumstances the appearance of a few variations which are improbably great with reference to a particular facet of the observations-notably that shown in Table II The ratio of brothers to sisters differs significantly between Rh-negative male, Rh-positive male, Rh-positive female, and Rh-negative female donors.
The ratio of brothers to sisters is significantly higher for Rh-negative donors aged 50-65 than for those aged 20-49.
The ratio of brothers to sisters is significantly higher for male Rh-negative than for male Rhpositive donors aged 50-65. The conclusion is reached that, on the whole, it is probable that real variations are present, but that, if they are, their size is such that a second, and much larger, survey would be needed to establish them unambiguously and conclusively. 
